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Printed in the United Kingdom at the University Press, Cambridge Cambridge University Press has no responsibility for the persistence or accuracy of URLs for external or third-party internet websites referred to in this publication, and does not guarantee that any content on such websites is, or will remain, accurate or appropriate. robert c. smith is a Scottish surgeon who came to prominence in 2000 when he applied for permission to perform an amputation on a patient whose limbs were apparently healthy. Falkirk Royal Infirmary and Abbey King's Park Hospital in Stirling both refused to allow him to carry out amputations on patients he claimed to be suffering from Body Integrity Identity Disorder (BIID), a controversial psychiatric condition where sufferers experience extreme mental discomfort due to the presence of a limb they see as unwanted. Prior to the Stirling controversy, he had carried out at least two elective amputations on otherwise healthy individuals. He went on to write, with Gregg Furth (the patient whose desire for the operation had caused the furore in the first place), the first and, to date, only book uniquely about BIID, Amputee Identity Disorder: Information, Questions, Answers and Recommendations about Self-Demand Amputation (2000) . to acquit is effectively beyond review. Clearly this can make for real uncertainty, which itself can be compounded by the uncertainties inherent in the scientific process then under consideration. This volume of essays correctly captures the issue in its subtitle Walking the Tightrope. It is a particularly difficult tightrope since, on the one hand, our society has inherent sympathy and support for medical research and practice, but, on the other hand, is likely to have firm, if often diverse, views on where the line should be drawn on specific issues. Further difficulties can be introduced in the use of justificatory concepts like 'public health' or 'human dignity', whose definitions are uncertain (or at least unagreed) and whose very provenance may sometimes be controversial. If (as I think to be so) hard cases make bad law, these are areas in which hard cases abound and therefore bad laws are an everpresent danger.
I am particularly grateful, as a judge who is not infrequently required to engage with these issues, to have been invited to write the foreword to this book, which I would wish to commend to careful study. There is no common agenda in these essays beyond a real attempt to recognise that medical research and bioethics are uneasy but probably inevitable bedfellows with the criminal law. They seek to deepen an understanding of how these bedfellows should relate in our society, making clear that this is an essential (and multidisciplinary) task that is both problematic and controversial. I found particularly helpful discussion about the place and problems of compromise in these questions, since compromise, whilst uncomfortable to the purist, is a concept innately attractive to both legislators and practising lawyers. I venture to suggest that the authors' responses to these pressing issues will put legislators, lawyers, regulators, professional leaders and all serious practitioners very much in their debt. Principal Investigator on the aforementioned project, for her support and assistance regarding this edited volume, and for being such a source of knowledge, strength and friendship to us all. We would also like to thank Charles Erin for the foundational work he contributed to the volume -together with Amel, it was he who conceived of the original idea and wrote the proposal for this book. Our families and friends deserve particular thanks for allowing us the time needed to work on this project. Amel is thankful first and foremost for her son, Abrahim, who came along whilst this collection was in progress and allowed her to appreciate the finer things in life, and to her family and friends for their support. Becki would like to acknowledge the love and support given to her by Isabella, who makes everything worth it, and to thank LB for making her smile even when she thinks she can't. Suzanne is thankful for all Nick's support, and for Lily and Matthew's unwavering ability to remind her that there is much more to (and more important things in) life than her laptop. She would also like to express her gratitude to Sara Fovargue, who has been immensely supportive (both as a friend and colleague) during the duration of this project. Finally, we are very grateful indeed to each of the contributors to this volume. It seems trite to say that without them this book would not exist. But it is true and we hope and anticipate that readers of their essays will find their contributions as engaging and thought-provoking as we have as editors.
This book is dedicated to the memory of Dr Mary Lobjoit and Professor David Price, who contributed so much to the development of medical ethics and law. 
